Vetat. 63.]      Goldsmiths LIFE OF PARNELL,
Dr. Johnson went home with me to my lodging «» c'<m" luit-street and drank tea, previous to our gointf to tin-?antheon, which neither of us had seen before.
He said/Goldsmith's Life of Pantcir is poor; not that t is poorly written, but that he had poor materials; for lobody can write the life of a man, but those who have :at and drunk and lived in social intercourse with him.'
I said, that if it was not troublesome and presumuifj too nuch, I would request him to tell me all the little circumstances of his life; what schools lie attended, when he c;uw :o Oxford, when he came to London, &c., &c. He did not disapprove of my curiosity as to these particulars ; but .salt), ; They'll come out by degrees as we talk together'".'
He censured Ruffhcad's Life of Pope*; and said,' he knew nothing of Pope, and nothing of poetry.' He pnu'sed Dr. Joseph Warton's Essay on Pope*; but said, he .supposed we should have no more of it, as the aulhmir had not been able to persuade the world to think of Pope as he did. HMN WELL. 'Why, Sir, should that prevent him from continuing his work? He is an ingenious Counsel, who has nuule the most of his cause: he is not obliged to gain it.' JultNsnN, 'But, Sir, there is a difference when the cause is of a man"', own making.'
1  'The Life of Dr. Parnell Ls a task which I .should vrry willingly decline, since it has been lately written by Goldsmith, u man of ?»u* h variety of powers, and such felicity of performance, that hr ;ilvv,iy?> seemed to do best that which he was doing. . . . What .nwh an uttthfi has told,who would tell again?   I have insult' an jilwiracl (r«»w hi;» larger narrative, and have this gratification from  my attempt, th.tl it gives ^me an opportunity of paying due tribute to tin- ntrmury »4 Goldsmith.    To yAp y'tpac tart Ort)'i'»>w.'    Jolut.Hon'H U'urh, vii. |*A
2  See ante, i. 31, and post, April 11, 1773.
3  'Mr. Ruff head says of fine passages that they »rt- iiwMutd of f«-ble passages that they are feeble; but rmumm-mUnK IKH'tiral Jn-iuicv is like remarking the splendour of HunHluni-; to thoKc who run srr »s is unnecessary, and to those who are blind, absurd.1    r/VwA .!/,/,•. May. 1769, p. 255.   The review in which this passiiKc occurs, is jK-rham iii part Johnson's.
4  See ante, 1.519.
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